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ON  rUTl’RE  FtNlSHMENT . JYO.  /. 
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THE  subject  of  future  punislimeiil  is  mndc  at  this  dny, 
many  writers  in  periodical  works,  a  disputable  question. 
We  do  not  wonder  that  it  is  considered  a  matter  of  interest 
to  mankind,  but  much  lament  that  any  thin^;  should  arise  in 
controversies  on  this  subject  which  is  calculated  to  alienate 
the  feelings  of  a  brother.  Our  readers  will  undoubtedly  be 
tvillihg  to  receive  a, few  dissertations  on  this  subject  of  furuVe 
punishmcDt,  in  which  we  do  not  invite  controversy;  but  cal¬ 
culate  to  exhibit  our  views  and  arguments  iiT)on  it.  It  is 
ho}>ed  those  of  our  brethren  in  the  common  faith  of  universal 
salvation,  who  arc  opf)Osed  to  our  views,  and  disjKjscd  to 
pronounce  them  the  relics  of  popery  or  paganism,  will  have 
patience  to  bear  with  us,  in  our  labors;  although  they  may 
find  us  somewhat  different  from  their  t\'ishes.'  We  sugt^^st 
this  thought  because  we  are  sensible  that  opposing  prejiidicrg 
are  calculated  to  feed  unfavorable  passions;  and  because  wc 
arc  sensible  from  a  consciousness  of  our  own  failings,  that 
we  arc  liable  to  err. 

It  is  worthy  of  notice  in  this  place  that  the  scriptures 
were  not  written  in  a  systematic  form.  Many  things  arc 
barely  alluded  to,  as  taken  for  granted,  because  few  or  no 
people  disbelieved  them.  Other  things  were  often  rei^^tcd 
jn  strong  and  unambiguous  terms.  Sonic  things  are  oiHicuit 
to  understand,  because  there  is  in  them  an  allusion  to  events 
or  circumstances  with  which  we  are  little,  or  not  all,  ac¬ 
quainted.  We  are,  therefore,  to  understand  the  scripfun*s, 
not  by  looking  for  a  system,  the  corryionent  j;arts  of  w  hk  h 
are  arranged  in  methodical  order,  but  by  examining  their 
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expressions,  allusions,  and  tht;  circumstances  and  occasions 
to  which  they  allude  and  of  w  hich  they  treat. 

On  the  subject  of  punishment  beyond  this  life,  we  think  we 
may  take  for  granted,  that  it  has  been  the  general  sentiment 
of  mankind,  so  far  as  w  e  can  ascertain,  from  very  remote 
antiquity.  The  Jews  of  the  present  day  are  said  to  believe 
the  doctrine  ;  but  think  this  punishment  will  be  extended  to 
an  endless  duration,  only  to  a  fewq  who  arc  the  most  incor¬ 
rigible  sinners.  It  is  generally  thought  the  Jewish  religion 
has  received  but  very  little  alteration  since  the  destruction  of 
their  capital  city.  The  Pharisees  of  our  Saviours  day,  w  ho 
constituted  a  large  and  popular  sect  of  that  age  and  nation, 
were  believers  of  this  doctrine.  From  the  common  opinion 
of  future  punishment  among  the  Jews  and  Samaritans  of  our 
Saviour’s  day,  we  know  of  no  other  exception  than  that  of 
Sadducces,  who  say  there  is  no  resurrection,  neither  angel, 
nor  spirit.  Our  readers,  by  this  time,  may  begin  to  be  sur¬ 
prised,  and  ask  if  these  arc  our  arguments  to  prove  future 
punishment.  VVe  answer  they  are  not ;  but  still  we  think 
they  have  an  importance  that  justly  entitles  them  to  a  place 
here.  If  this  doctrine  be  false,  we  should  naturally  expect 
that  Christ  would  have  offered  something  directly  against  it ; 
or  if  he  had  not  thought  proper  to  have  done  this,  he  would 
have  avoided  the  use  of  expressions,  which  arc  calculated 
by  their  natural  import  to  support  the  doctrine.  We  think 
it  will  not  be  denied  that  a  number  of  passages,  with  com¬ 
paratively  few  exceptions,  have  been  understood  by  the 
Christian  world,  to  refer,  and  clearly  to  support,  the  belief 
of  such  a  period.  For  instance,  Jet  us  take  the  expression  of 
our  Lord,  For  every  idle  word  that  men  shall  speak,  they  give 
an  account  thereof  in  the  day  of  judgment.  These  w  ords  are 
spoken  without  comment  to  a  people  who  already  believe  in 
a  future  judgment  and  retribution,  and  were  written  as  the 
standing  testimony  of  our  Saviour  for  the  benefit  of  their  pos¬ 
terity,  who  would  naturally  interpret  them,  according  to  these 
circumstances.  It  is  a  well  known  fact,  that  every  man  that 
means  to  be  understood,  calculates  to  adapt  his  language  to 
the  situation  of  his  hearers  in  such  a  manner  as  to  accommo¬ 
date  himself  to  their  customs  and  usages.  People  seldom 
think  when  a  man  uses  their  language,  that  he  means  some¬ 
thing  very  different,  unless  particularly  instructed  that  such 
is  his  meaning,  or,  his  known  sentiments  and  mode  of  speak¬ 
ing  suggest  the  idea.  But  we  know'  not,  that  Jesus  ever  of¬ 
fered  them  any  plainer  language  on  this  subject,  than  has 
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reached  our  times.  To  *hri»g  this  matter  to  ourselves,  we 
think  the  public  will  bear  us  testimony,  that  our  brethren  who 
oppose  our  views  on  this  subject,  very  seldom  or  never  find 
occasion  in  their  writings'or  sermons  to  mention  such  passa¬ 
ges  of  scripture,  without  a  labored  comment  to  shew  that  they 
do  not  favor  either  future  punishment,  or  the  common  doc¬ 
trine  of  endless  misery.  Why  is  thisf  No  doubt,  because  they 
suppose  the  public  prejudices  are  such  that  those  texts  cannot 
safely  be  averted  to  without  being  misunderstood.  Well,  if 
the  public  arc  liable  to  be  led  astray  by  the  natural  import 
of  such  passages  now,  were  they  in  a  better  situation  in  the 
days  of  Christ  ?  Were  they  then  so  much  nearer  the  faith  of 
our  brethren  as  to  render  such  comments  as  they  olfcr  en¬ 
tirely  useless  ? 

When  according  to  any  system  of  doctrine  many  passages 
that  arc  believed  to  be  the  inspired  word,  on  all  occasions 
whatever,  are  made  of  no  other  use,  than  barely  to  show  that 
they  do  no/  mean  what  has  generally  l)een  thought  they  do 
mean,  it  is  at  least  a  strong  symptom  of  defect  in  that  sys¬ 
tem.  What  was  written  aforetime,  was  w  ritten  for  our  learn¬ 
ing,  and,  of  course,  is  capable  of  some  other  use  than  barely 
to  receive  from  our  labors  a  negative  meaning. 

If  these  suggestions  be  allowed,  (as  we  think  by  impartial 
judges  they  will)  it  will  clearly  follow  that  this  mode  of  treat¬ 
ing  such  passages,  as  speak  oi'  luffering^  pimishtient^  fear,  Itc. 
has  grown  naturally  from  their  theory. 

The  arguments  which  we  have  heretofore  offered  respect¬ 
ing  the  manner  in  which  people  would  1)C  likely  to  receive 
■  our  Saviour’s  meaning  on  this  subject  of  future  punishment, 
are  equally  applicable  to  the  language  of  the  Apostles. 
.Should  it  be  said  that  he  did  not  then  intend  to  be  under¬ 
stood  by  the  people  of  his  age,  as  many  things  were  then  hid¬ 
den  from  the  wise  and  prudent,  a  relief  on  this  jiart  of  the  sub¬ 
ject,  would  scarcely  afford  them  any  assistance  on  that 
of  the  Apostles,  An  attempt  to  extenu  this  idea  to  them,  and 
to  say,  they  did  not  mean  to  I  e  understood  by  their  cotem- 
porarics,  would  afford  us  gnnind  to  retort  u|)oii  our  brethren, 
and  to  say,  it  is  a  matter  of  doubt,  whether  they  understand 
the  subject  any  belter,  than  those  who  had  l)een  deceived 
before.  But  we  presume  this  ground  w  ill  not  be  taken  ;  be¬ 
cause  it  would  make  the  Ajwstlcs  the  instruments  of  dccej)- 
tion,  not  to  the  w'orld  in  general  only,  but  to  their  immediate 
friends.  It  would  rest  upon  the  i(lca  that  Ciud  poured  out 
his  holy  spirit  to  deceive  the  world  on  this  im}H)rtanl  sub*, 
ject. 
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If  wc  were  to  state  in  a  history,  as  the  writer  of  the  Acts  of 
the  Apostles  did  of  Paul,  that  he  reasoned  of  righteousness, 
temperance,  and  judgment  to  come,  or  future  condemnatim^ 
as  the  words  may  he  rendered,  should  wo  not  now  be  under- 
sUX)d  to  speak  of  future  punishment  ?  And  if  this  doctrine 
was  generally  believed  in  the  Apostolic  age,  as  undoubtedly 
it  was,  would  they  not  be  likely  to  understand  him  in  the 
same  way  ?  Perhaps  the  opposing  critic  has  just  discerned 
that  St.  Raul  might  reason  of  judgment  or  condemnation  to 
come,  and  reason  aminst  it  ;  l)ut  it  is  hoped  he  will  have  the 
goodness  to  examine  his  lesson  two  words  back,  and  consid¬ 
er  whether  he  reasoned  asainst  righteousness  and  temper¬ 
ance  !  Remember,  brother,  the  word  and  continues  the 
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We  do  not  propose  at  this  time  to  introduce  many  passa¬ 
ges  of  scripture,  but  reserve  most  of  those  wc  calculate  to 
treat  and  bring  forward,  to  substantiate  our  views  of  this  sub¬ 
ject  in  future  numbers.  Our  principal  object  in  the  present 
numl)er  is  to  offer  to  the  consideration  of  our  readers  the 
relative  connexion  between  the  Apostles’  preaching  and  tho 
common  sentiments  of  their  age  ;  w  hether  Christ  and  his 
Apostles  meant  to  deceive  the  p<*ople  ;  and  whether  if  their 
language  is  intelligible  on  this  subject,  it  is  such  as  men  would 
be  likely  to  use,  who  meant  to  deny  the  doctrine  of  future 
punishment.  Is  it  such  as  our  brethren  generally  use  in  their 
discourses  and  writings  ?  The  two  passages  which  we  have 
ifuoled  we  give  as  a  sj>ecinien  of  many  others.  These  we 
shall  notice  in  future  as  wv  find  occasion. 


the  IStvCtor. 

(Continued  from  page  40.) 

Sir — I  shall  now’  introduce  all  the  texts  in  which  ruh  and 
pneuma  are  translated  u'md  in  our  version.  I'his,  though 
not  directly  bearing  on  the  subject  I  have  principally  in 
view’,  yet  is  in  some  degree  connected  with  it.  Since  (Jod 
in  the  revelation  given  to  us,  uses  the  same  words  to  express 
Ti'ind  and  Fpirit^  there  must  be  some  affinity  in  the  subjects. 
Besides,  it  is  evident  from  various  texts,  that  he  uses  the 
wind  in  the  natural  world,  as  a  figure  to  illustrate  the  agency 
of  his  Spirit  in  the  moral  world.  Independent  of  this,  such 
an  extensive,  irresistible,  and  invisible  agent  as  the  wind, 
would  he*  deserving  of  our  consideration.  The  Lord  declares 
That  he  *•  luakcth  winds  hi'?  messengers.*’  and  we  arc  every 
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day  seeing  or  hearing  of  the  tremendous  effects  which 
arc  pro<luccd  in  the  world  by  them.  In  the  following  texts 
the  words  ruh  and  pneuma  arc  translated  wind.  Cien.  8.1; 
2  Kings  3.17;  Job  ^l.iB;  Psal.  1.4,  and  18.42,  and  35.6,  and 
103.16,  and  135.7;  Pi-ov.  80.4;  Eccles.  11.4;  Isai.  7.2,  and  17. 
13;  Jcr.  2.24,  and  14.6;  Ezek.12.14;  Amos  4.13;  Num.  1 1.31; 
1  Kings  18.45,  and  19.11;  Job  37.21;  Psul.  83.13;  Eccles.  1.6; 
Ezek.  5.  2;  Psal.  147.  18;  Isai.  1 1. 15;  John  3.8;  Acts  27.40; 
Exod. 15.10;  Ezek.37.9.  Those  who  have  time  and  curiosity 
enough  may  turn  to  them  and  read  them,  but  to  transcribe  all 
these  texts,  would  be  considerable  labor  without  much  ad* 
vantage  to  the  subject  I  have  in  view. 

Wind  is  frequently  used  as  a  figure  to  express  vanity, 
folly,  or  that  which  does  not  satisfy,  &ic,  Eccles.  5.16;  Job 
30.22;  Psal.  78.39;  Prov.  11.29,  and  27.16;  Isai.  26.18,  and 

32.2,  and  41.16,29,  and  57.13;  Jcr.  4.11,12;  Job  7.7,  and 
6.26^  Jer.  51.1;  llosea  8.7,  and  12.1;  Zech.  5.9;  Job  30.15; 
Isai.  64.6;  Jer.  5.13,  and  13.24;  Kev.  7.  1;  Jer.  22.  22;  Job 

15.2. 

To  relieve  the  mind  amidst  this  crowd  of  texts,  I  shall 
subjoin  some  hints  which  occurred  in  the  course  of  looking 
at  them. 

The  wind  like  the  light  of  the  sun  is  universally  enjoyed. 
All  nations  feel  its  powerful  effects  and  know'  what  is  meant 
by  it,  though  invisible  to  them.  It  is  strange,  yet  true,  that 
^ve  seldom  think  much  about  the  wind,  until  we  feel  its 
powerful  effects,  want  its  refreshing  inlluence,  or  our  self- 
interest  requires  it  to  blow  in  a  certain  direction.  Even 
when  we  talk  about  the  wind,  how  seldom  do  we  think  (iod 
concerned  in  it,  but  look  upon  it  as  a  mere  ordinary  occur¬ 
rence.  But  in  some  of  the  above  texts,  and  in  others  yet  to 
be  (juoted,  we  learn  that  the  wind  blows  by  God’s  i)ermis- 
sion,  and  according  to  his  direction,  to  accomplish  liis  pur¬ 
poses  in  our  world.  In  some  of  them,  we  are  forcibly  re¬ 
minded  of  our  own  frailty  and  uncertainty  here,  for  our  life 
is  compared  to  the  grass  of  the  field,  w  Inch  the  wind  passing 
over  and  destroys.  And  in  several  of  them,  the  wicked  are 
compared  to  chaff,  stubble,  and  dust,  which  the  w  ind  driveth 
away.  I  notice  these  things  to  shew  the  bold  figures  used 
in  scripture,  and  taken  from  things  with  which  all  men  arc 
well  acquainted.  We  learn  also,  that  the  wind,  though  it 
blows  when,  and  where  God  pleases,  it  forms  no  certain 
rule  to  us,  for  saith  Solomon.  he  that  regardeth  the  wind 
shall  not  sow.*’ 
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In  tlic  followinpj  texts  we  have  the  plural  winds.  Job 
28.25;  Jer.  49.32;  Kzek.  5.10,12,  and  17.21.  What  in  these 
lexts,  is  expressed  by  the  term  winds^  is  more  definitely  ex¬ 
pressed  by  the  phrase,  “  fonr  winds,”  Jer.  49.36;  Dan.  8.8; 
and  1 1.4;  Zech.  2.6.  In  most  of  these  texts  there  seems  to 
be  a  reference  to  the  earthly  powers  in  these  four  direc¬ 
tions,  and  by  which  (iod  would  accomplish  his  purposes. 

In  unison  with  the  phrase  four  zeinds^  and  what  they  are, 
we  read — 

1st,  Of  the  cast  wind,  Exod.  10.13:  Job  15.2:  Ezek.  17.10, 
and  27.26:  Hosea  12.1,  and  13.15:  Jonah  4.8:  Kzek.  19.12: 
Exod.  14.21:  Psal.  48.7:  Jer.  18.18:.  Isai.  27.8:  Psal.  78.26. 
What  Job  calls,  chap.  1.19,  ““a  wind  f!Y>m  the  wilderness,” 
appears  to  be  the  east  wind — com])are  ilosca  13.15 — and  is 
f  ailed  the  wind  of  the  Lord.”  These  texts,  represent  the 
cast  w  ind,  as  destructive  to  8hit>s  at  sea ;  also,  as  injurious 
to  health  and  vegetation ;  and  is  used  as  a  figure  for  any 
thing  unprofitable  and  destructive.  Though  our  place  on 
this  globe,  is  difterent  from  that  w  here  the  scriptures  WTre 
written,  yet  the  east  wind  aftects  us  much  in  the  same  way; 
and  its  effects  in  these  days,  are  very  similar  to  the  scrip 
turc  dcscripion  of  it. 

2d,  We  also  read  of  the  west  wind.  Sec  Exod.  10.19. 

3d,  The  north  wind.  IVov.  25.23.  It  is  here  represented 
as  driving  away  rain.  In  Job  37.22,  we  are  told  that  fair 
weather  cometh  out  of  the  north.* 

4th,  The  south  wind.  Psal.  78.26.  By  comparing  this 
text,  w  ith  Numb.  11.31,  it  seems,  as  if  by  this  w  ind  God 
brought  the  quails  by  which  he  fed  Israel  in  the  w  ilderness. 
It  is  evident,  both  from  scripture  and  observation,  that  this 
w'ind  bringeth  heat.  Luke  12.55:  Acts  27.13:  Job  37.17: 
Cant.  4.16. 

As  the  wind  sometimes  blows,  not  in  any  of  these  direc¬ 
tions,  but  rather  in  a  roundabout  w  ay,  hence  we  read  of  the 
v.’hirl-wind  :  Ezek.  1.4:  Hosea  8.7:  Isai.  41.16.  In  some 
of  these  texts,  the  whirl-w  ind  is  used  figuratively. 

As  things  or  places  are  tow'ards  one  or  other  of  the  four 
w  inds,  the  word  ruk  is  sometimes  translated  ^  side  :”  Ezek. 
42.16 — 20:  Jer.  52.23.  See  Taylor'^s  Hebrew  Concordance 
on  the  word  ruh. 

As  the  wind  sometimes  blows  with  more  or  less  violence 
from  the  gentle  breeze  to  the  most  violent  gale,  hence  we 

•  Some  have  given  a  diflt  rent  rendering  to  this  passage,  and  say,  “  Gold 
<'ometh  out  of  the  north/’ 
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have  langungr  expressive  of  this.  Thus  we  read  of  a  ve¬ 
hement  east  wind,”  Jonah  4.0  :  also  a  strong  east  wind,” 
Exod.  14.21  ;  and  of  a  strong  west  wind,”  ExocL  10.19. 
Also,  of ‘•a  isreat  and  strong  wind,'’  Jonah  1.4:  1  Kings  1 9.1 1 . 
To  this  wind  Bildad  compared  the  reasonings  of  Job:  Job 
8.2.  Besides,  we  read  of  ”  a  mighty  wind,”  Isai.  11.15: 
and  a  rough  wind,”  Isim.  27,  8 :  a  dry  wind,”  Jer.  4.1  1: 
and  ‘‘  a  full  wind,”  Jer.  4.12:  and  of  “  the  windy  storm  and 
tempest,”  Psal.  53.8:  Ezek.  13.13.  The  op[)ressK>ns  of  the 
wicked  are  compared  to  it,  and  their  punishment  described 
by  it,  Psal.  11.6.  We  also  read.  Acts  2.2,  of  '“a  rubhing 
mighty,  wdnd  :  and  Acts  28.14,  of a  tcin|>estuous  wind  call¬ 
ed  Eurorlydon.” .  And  we  read  of**  a.wiud  from  the  l.»ord/’ 
Num.  11.31.  ■  •  .  .... 

The  word  ru/i  is  in  the  follow  ing, places  U  anshited  **l)lasl;‘' 
2  Kings  19.7:  repealed  Isai.  37.7;  isai.  25.4.  'I'hc  wind  by 
which  the  waters  of  the  Red  Sea  wore  made  to  stand  as  on 
an  heap,  is  called  the  blast  of  (jiod\s  nostrils,  Kxod:  15.8. 

As  wind,  is  only -air  hi  motion,  the. word  r/Ji  is  translated 
“  fliV,”  Job  4U16.  It  is  also  translated  ** breath,”  as  refer¬ 
ring  U)  life.  Gen.  6.17,  and  7.15,22:  Lam.  4.2(>:  Ezek.  37^ 
5,6,6^9,10:  Job  12.20:  Eccles.  3.19:  Fsal.*  146.4,  and  104.29: 
Acts  17.25:  Lam.  3.56:  Job  15.30,  and  9.18,  and  17.1:  and 
19. 17:  Isai.  33.11.  In  some  of  these  tcjtis  it  refers  to  the 
mere  act  of  breathing.  .  As  breathing  is  ihe.sigci  of  life,  to 
distinguish  idols  from  the  true  God,  it  is  said,  **  there  is  n(» 
b?*eath,in  them,”  P.sal..l35.1 7:  Jer.  10.14,  and  51.17;  Hab. 
2.19.  In  this  way,  it  is  applied  to  the  Lord,  2  Sam.  22.16: 
Psal.  18.15,  and  33.6:  Isai.  30.28:  and  to  the  Messiah.  Isai. 
1L4.' 

As  I  do  hot  wish  to  omit  a  single  text  in  which  he  original 
w'ortls  ruh  or  pneuma  occur,  in  whatever  way  iranslalrj  in 
our  version,  I  add  the  follow  ing.  In  Gen. -3.8,  ruk  is  trans¬ 
lated  “cool”  or  as  in  the  .margin  wind  of  the  day.  In  Jer. 
22.14,  it  is  translated  “  large  or  airy.”  As  nrtiliciai  wintl 
was  made  in  ancient  times  to  clean  grain,  it  K  Job  30.31. 
translated  “  shovel,”  the  instrument  by  which  this  was  ac¬ 
complished.  In  Job -32.20,  it  is  traiislatc*d  “refreshed,”  the 
elVect  which  wand  inmrm  climates  has  on  the  body.  It  is 
in  Gen.  32.16,  transl^d  “  a  space  in  Joshua  2.11,  “cour¬ 
age  ;”  in  1  Chron.  9.24,  “quarters;”  in  Exod.  8.15,  “res¬ 
pite;”  in  Esther  4.14,  “enlargement;”  in  Isai.  43.14,  “ihtir 
nobles  ;”  and  it  is  translated  “  anger,”  Judges  8.3. 

1  am  very  sensible  that  this  is  a  dry  discussion,  ami  .scern^ 
rather  foreign  to  w  hat  I  have  declared  to  be  niy  >’ 
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object.  It  is  indeed  but  remotely  connected  with  it,  but 
I’rom  Avhat  I  have  already  said,  it  is  certain  there  is  some 
affinity.  I’crhaps  we  should  see  more  if  we  understood  our 
hibles  better,  llefore  1  close  this  letter,  I  shall  state  some 
things,  which  have  occurred,  and  which  I  hope  will  be  a 
little  more  pro/itablc. 

1st,  In  reviewing  the  texts  referred  to  above,  relating  to 
the  wind,  what  grand  and  majestic  ideas  arc  they  calculated 
to  excite,  of  God  the  governor  of  the  universe.  What  could 
i)e  more  so  than  the  following.  In  Amos  4.13,  he  is  said 
to  create  the  wind  and  in  the  following  texts  it  is  said 
‘•He  bringeth  the  wind  out  of  his  treasures,”  Psal.  135.7: 
Jer.  10.13,  and  51.1  C.  And  to  shew’  us  with  what  ease  he 
can  manage  this  sometimes  terrible  agent,  it  is  said,  Prov. 
30.4,  that  ‘‘He  galhercth  the  wind  in  his  fists.”  In  view 
of  the  following  texts  how’  impotent  docs  the  |X)W'er  of  man 
appear !  “  lie  causeth  his  wind  to  blow  and  the  waters 
llovv.”  “  He  commandeth,  and  raiseth  the  stormy  wind.” 
And  again,  “  Thou  didst  blow  with  thy  wind,  the  sea  cover¬ 
ed  them.”  Psal.  147.1 0,  and  107.23— 32:  Exod.  15.10.  'VVhat 
could  convey  a  more  lofty  idea  than  is  contained  in  the  fol¬ 
lowing  passages;  “He  rode  upon  a  cherub  and' did  fly ; 
yea,  he  did  fly  upon  the  wings  of  the  wind.”  And  “  he 
walkcth  upon  the  wings  of  the  wind.”  Compare  Psal.  18.10: 
2  Sam-  22.11:  Psal.  104.3:  Hosea  419.  1  shall  add  but  one 
example  more.  In  Job  28  24,25,  it  is  said,  “  He  looketh  to 
the  ends  of  the  earth,  and  seeth  under  the  whole  heaven, 
to  make  the  weight  for  the  winds ;  and  he  weigheth  the 
waters  by  measure.” 

2nd,  By  duly  considering  the  above  texts  about  the  wind, 
we  may  be  satisfied,  that  God  “  maketh  winds  his  messen¬ 
gers”  in  a  vast  variety  of  ways  to  our  world.  This  he  does 
both  in  the  way  of  mercy  and  judgment-  Nothing  is  more 
common  than  the  shifting  of  the  wind.  Solomon,  in  regard 
to  this,  says  “  The  wind  goeth  toward  the  south;  and  tufneth 
aliout  unto  the  north:  it  whirleth  about  continually;  and 
the  wind  returneth  again  according  to  his  circuits,”  Ecclcs. 
1*6.  This  seems  to  man  the  ordinary  way  of  this  element; 
but  David  says,  “P'ire  and  hail;  snow  and  vapors;  stormy 
winds  fulfil  his  word.”  Psal  148. 8.  Sec  also  Ezek.13.11 — 13. 
Though  I  am  no  philosopher,  yet  my  common  sense  and 
observation  lead  me  to  conclude,  that  the  wind,  an  agent 
so  powerful  and  universal,  must  affect  our  world,  not  only 
in  a  great  degree,  but  in  a  variety  of  ways.  Its  necessity 
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and  importance^  for  the  purposes  of  commerce,  vrgctntioif, 
and  life,  are  known  and  acknowledged  hy  all.  But  it  is  not 
sav  ing  too  much  to  assort,  that  the  w  isest  Philosopher  is  un¬ 
able  (o  describe^  one  half  the  ways,  in  w  hich  the  w  ind  con¬ 
tributes  to  the  life,  health,  comfort  and  convenience  of  maiu 
That  it  is  necessary  for  the  health  of  our  atmosphere,  is  not 
only  evident  from  observation,  but  seems  to  be  noticed  in 
scripture.  Job  says,  “  men  see  not  the  bright  light  w  hich 
is  in  th€*  clouds  ;  but  the  wind  passeth  and  clcanseih  thnn,^ 
Job  37.21.  But  leaving  such  speculations  to  men  inclined 
and  (jualitied  for  them,  I  shall  confine  myself  to  a  few  •  ex¬ 
amples  recorded  in  scripture,  iu  w  hich  (jod  “  maketh  w  incU 
his  messengers,”  for  accomplishing  the  purposes  of  his  provi¬ 
dence  and  grace.  1  shall  not  dwell  on  these  examples,  but 
simply  stale  them,  and  refer  to  the  passages  iii  which  they 
are  found  recorded  at  large. 

1st.  By  means  of  the  wind  God  assuaged  the  waters  of 
the  fiood.  God  made  a  tvind  to  pass  over  the  earth,  and 
the  waters  assuaged.” , Gen.  8.1.  It  is  evident  from  Psal. 
147.18,  and  John  €.18,  that  the  wind  operates  in  a  very 
powerful  manner  on  the  waters  of  our  globe. 
s^Sd.  By  the  w  ind. also  God  brought  inc  plague  of  locustx 
on  the  land  of  Egypt;.  Kxod.  10.13.  The  locusts  appear 
to  have  been  at  considerable  distance  ;  for  the  wind  blew  all 
day  and  night, ^aftcr  Moses  stretched  forth  his  rod,  before, 
they  arrived  in  Egypt. 

3d.  It  w'as  by  the  wind  also  he  carried  the  locusts  away, 
and  gave  respite  to  Pharaoh  from  this  plague,  Exod.  10.19. 
By'  an  cast  .w  ind  they  were  brought,  and  by  a  strong  west 
wmd  they  were  taken  away.'  •  .  .* 

4tb.  God  ahoj  by  means  of  the  wind,  divided  the  Red  Sea 
^nd  made;  a  passage  for  his  people,  aiidiakio  destroy ed  I  soe 
Egyptians*,  Exod.  14.21^  awl  I6.1(K  ,  n,  i] 

5th.  By  means  of  the  wind,  God  supplied  hin  people  im  tiic 
Wilderness  wkh  flesh  to  Mtv  Num.b^'ch^pJiltlu  i  * .  <j 
6th.  By  the  wind  also'he  cut  olf  thei  chiklrewofi  iob,  by 


•Tcrtuming  the  bouse ’ib'wJHch  they  hverc  aasembled,  >  jX 
1.18,19.  *  '  ,  '  *  *  ,  •’  I  ‘  ')/  l 

7th.  'By  this  agent  he  alao  dlsoomfitod  lhe'ialiny  iotf’utbc 
king  of  Assyria,' 2'  Kings  19.7.'  ”•>  »  -i  ri  /.  .  ij.  i  -lutiv 
8th.  By  means  of  the  wind  beipumihed  theidisobedicace 
of  his  servant  Jonahs  Jonah  ;  and  ahlo  cerntetid  his 

peevishness  and  fretfulneesy  Jdneh  4*R.  .i  ^  ’i;  i  ». 
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9th.  And  by  it  he  conducted  Paul  in  the  course  of  hif^ 

f Providence  to  the  Island  of  Mclita,  to  cure  the  father  of  Pub- 
ius.  Acts  chap.  28th. 

These  examples  sufficiently  shew  us,  that  the  wind  is  not 
only  at  the  command,  and  under  the  control  of  God,  but  is 
used  by  him  both  in  a  way  of  mercy  and  judgment,  to  fulfil 
his  will.  What  it,  in  any  w’ay  accomplishes,  is  the  doing  of 
the  Lord,  and  ought  to  be  wondrous  in  our  eyes. 

3d.  As  we  can  only  learn  spiritual  things  through  the  me¬ 
dium  of  temporal,  w’e  may  see  the  wisdom  and  kindness  of 
God,  in  selecting  the  wind  in  the  natural  world,  to  illustrate 
the  agency  of  his  spirit  in  the  moral  world.  It  is  evident 
the  same  original  words,  in  Hebrew  and  Greek,  are  used  to 
express  both.  It  is  plain,  from  John  3.8,  that  our  Lord  illus- 
tates  the  effects  of  tne  spirit  or  mind,  by*  the  wind  upon 
water.  And  on  the  day  of  J’entecost,  when  the  spirit  was 
poured  out.  It  is  spoken  of  as  a  “  rushing  mighty  wind.” — 
What  thing  in  the  whole  range  of  nature  so  adapted  to  teack 
us  the  agency  of  the  spirit  of  God  !  Is  the  wind  invisible  to 
us  ?  So  IS  the  spirit  of  God.  Of  both  we  only  can  judge  of 
their  existence  and  energy  by  their  effects.  Is  the  wind 
universal  in  its  nature  ?  So  is  the'  spirit  j  for,  says  David, 
/‘  ‘whither  shall  1  flee  from  thy  spirit.”‘»  '  • 

^  '  ^  I  am  joiirSj’&c. 


Mikros^ 
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RKV.  AND  DEAR  SIR, — In  my  Last,-. I, offered  a, few  remarh^ 
u^n  some  things ipejftaiuing  to. Mr*  Whittcmorc’s  pamphlet, 
ttUdupon  somc-of  the  absurdities  in  wiiicb  he  has  involved 
himself.  In  this  comnruinication,  IwiM^n^ice  a  few  of  the 
arguments  heihns.ad^uced.toisiMpport- bis. scheme.  In  my 
pamphlet  I  stated  tjbie  suhjeot'io! dispute  thus  :  “  Is  all  mise- 
^.dolifineal  to  this  life’?‘ior  doesiiit  extend  l>eyond.  death  f’ 
t Uf>a4  this  state nMnt  1  realarkiHii  ‘‘.you  believe  in,  the  affir¬ 
mative  of  the  first  interrogation,  as  much  as  1  do  in  the  af-* 
"firmative  of  ihe'.foBt  ;.'and  il.is  as  incumbent  on  you  to  prove 
your  affirmative,  as  it  is  on  ip^  to  prove  mine.”  But  fair  as 
7thk' statement  ajiipearSilOjl^e;  il  is  objected  to  by  Mr.  W.  He 
thinks  that  it  is  ndtiineumbejit  upon  him. to  prove  his  own 
3  ntiment  true,  but  contends  that  those  who'bclieve  in  future 
punishment  must  adduce  evidence  in  favor  of  their  schema. 
The  unfairness  of  Mr*  W.’s  requisition  is,  I  presume,  appar- 
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eul  to  every  intelligent  reader.  Hut  I  will  do  him  the  juji* 
lice  to  notice  his  reasoning  ii|)on  this  subject.  He  says,  “It 
appears  to  me  that  our  duty  as  Clirislians  is  to  consider  this 
f|ueslion  ;  Does  the  Hiltie  teach  the  doctrine  of  puniahtnent  in 
the  next  tcorld  ?  For  if  the  Hiblc  teach  the  doi'.trine,  no 
Christian  should  disbelieve  it ;  if  it  doi!S  nut,  the  doctrine 
does  not  belong  to  the  Christian’s  faith.  The  Bible  surely 
reveals  enough  for  us  to.  b<dieve  ;  and  IxTore  we  are  called, 
upon  as  C’hrisiians,  to  believe  any  thing,  let  the  evidence  ol 
its  truth  be  shown  us  in  the  Bible,  'i’hcre  is  no  truth  ne- 
(5ess;iry  to  encourage  the  virtuous,  to.  deter  the  vicious,  to 
comfort  the  discoasolate  and  dying,  that  is  not  found  in  the 
Bible.  Now  let  the  controversy  res|)ecling  punishment  in. 
a  future  world,  be  settled  in  this  way.  Dots  tfu  liihle  teach 
the  doctrine  ?  And  it  is  evident,  that  wnen  any  person  insists 
upon  a  doctrine  as  a  Christian  doctrine,  it  is  his  duty  to. 
show  proof  of  it  in  the  Hiblc.  Now  we  ask  for  one  passage 
of  scrijHure,  where  it  is.  inculcated ;  and  until  its  advocates 
bring  us  this,  let  them  cease  to  blame  ns  for  controverting  it.” 

Although  Mr.  W.  has  labored  this  point  through  mure 
dian  two  pages,  the  above  extract  contains  all  the  argument 
I  can  discover ;  the  rest  l)eing  a  mere  repetition.  Now  tho 
whole  of  this  argument  goes  as  much  against  his  own  views, 
as  against  mine,  and  may  be  retorted  w  ith  full  force. — 
Mr.  VV.  believes  that  all  will  enter  heaven  at  the  moment  of 
death,  or  he  does  not.  If  he  does  not,  there,  is  no  contro¬ 
versy  between  us.  Hut  if  he  does,  then  he  is  bound  t4i 
prove  his  sentiment  from  scripture.  In  sup[)ort  of  this,  1 
will  make  use  of  his  own  language.  It  apj)ears  to  me  that 
our  duly  as  Christians,  is  to  consider  this  question  ;  Does  tin 
bible  teach  the  doctrine  of  the  inunediate  hfppiness  of  all  men  ? 
For  if  the  Bible  teaches  the  doctrine,  no  C’hri.siian  should 
disbelieve  it  ;  if  it  docs  not,  the  doctrine  does  not  belong  to 
the  Christian’s  faith.  The  Bible  surely  reveals  enough  for 
us  to  believe,  and  Inforu  we  are  called  upon,  as  ChrUliauj, 
to  believe  in  the  immediate  h(:ppin€4fs  of  all  mtn^  let  the  evi^ 
dcncc*  of  its  truth  be  shown  us  in  the  scriptures.  Then;  is  no 
truth  necessary  to  encourage  the  virtuous,  to  <Jetcr  the  vic¬ 
ious,  to  comfort  the  disconsolate  and  dying,  that  is  not  found 
in  the  scriptures.  Now  let  the  centroversy  respecting  the 
iminediate  lutftpincss  of  all  men  be  settled  in  this  way.  Doe-, 
the  Bible  leach  the  doctrine  ?  And  it  is  evident,  that  w  heu 
any  f)crson  insists  u|)on  a  doctrine,  as  a  (’hrlslian  doctrine, 
it  is  his  duty  to  show'  pro(if  of  it  in  the  Bible.  We  ask  for 
one  passage  of  licriptuie,  where  it  is  imculcated  :  and  until 
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its  advocates  bring  us  this,  let  them  cease  to  blame  us  lor 
controverting  it.” 

Here  the  reader  will  perceive  that  Mr.  W.’s  argument 
weighs  as  much  against  his  system,  as  against  mine,  aiid  un¬ 
less  his  faith  consists  entirely  in  dUbtlieviiig,  there  is  no  way 
for  him  to  avoid  its  force. 

Mr.  W.  quotes  a  part  of  a  passage  from  the  4th  page  of 
my  letter,  and  then  says,  “  there  will  be  no  sinners  in  a  fu¬ 
ture  world  according  to  Mr.  H.’s  own  statement.”  Now  in 
the  passage  Mr.  W.  has  (|uoted,  there  is  not  one  word  said 
about  there  being  no  sinners  in  a  future  world.  But  if  he  had 
cited  the  period  immediately  preceding  the  one  which  he 
did  cite,  he  w'ould  have  seen  that  I  advanced  no  such  .idea^ 
but  the  contrary.  The  passage  is  this  ;  ‘‘We  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  that  punishment  in  a  future  stale  will  be  inflicted  on 
the  principles  of  revenge  or  retaliation,  but  w  ith  a  design  to 
humble  and  reform,’*'^  It  will  be  seen  by  this  sentence,  that  1 
eupposed  men  might  retain  a  sinful  character  in  a  future 
state.  If  they  are  punished  there  to  reform  them,  it  supposes 
that  they  w'cre  unreforrned  when  the  punishment  commen¬ 
ced  at  least.  And  if  Mr.  W.had  quoted  the  w  hole  sentence, 
instead  of  stopping  short  in  the  midst  of  it,  he  would  have 
seen  that  I  implied  the  same  in  the  period  he  quoted.  1  staled, 
that  those  only  would  be  punished,  w  ho  had  not  been  e(juit- 
ably  recompensed  in  this  w  orld,  and  who  go  o\d  of  th4i  yaorld 
in  rebellion.  The  sentence  above  in  italics,  which  Mr.  W. 
omitted  in  his  quotation,  strongly  implies  that  men  retain 
their  vicious  characters  after  death,  when  they  die  impeni¬ 
tent.  After  Mr.  VV.  had  put  a  false  construction  upon  one 
passage  of  iny  pamphlet,  we  might  naturally  suppose  that  it 
would  appear  contradictory  to  some  other  parts  of  my  piece. 
But  with  the  above  correction,  all  the  contradictions  he  has 
attempted  to  point  out,  vanish  at  once. 

In  my  letter  I  said,  that  “  virtue  and  happiness  w’cre  in¬ 
separably  connected.”  This  Mr.  W.  says,  isa'refiitation  of 
my  own  views.  Where  two  things  are  inseparably  con¬ 
nected,”  says  he,  “  I  should  think  w'c  could  not  have  the  one 
at  any  lime  without  having  the  other  at  the  same  time.”  1 
will  now  test  the  truth  of  this  assertion.  This  life  and  the 
next  are  inseparably  connected  ;  but  docs  it  thence  follow 
that  every  person  who  is  in  this  world,  is  in  the  next  at  the 
same  time  ?  Certainly,  according  to  Mr.  W.'s  assertion. — 
Again  ;  North  and  South  America  are  inseparably  connected; 
but  is  it  certain  that  every  person  w  ho  is  in  the  one,  must  be 
in  the  other  at  the  same  moment  ?  Mr.  W.’s  assertion  prove? 
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^his,  ifit  valid.  I3ul  the  fact  is,  two  thinp  may  be  in¬ 
separably  connected  w  ilhout  botli  being  experienced  at  flio 
same  time.  Day  and  night  are  inseparably  connci  tei!,  Imt 
this  is  far  from  proving  that  midnight  darkness  and  noonday' 
fll’ulgence  are  both  cx|)erienced  at  the  same  moment.  Hut 
if  sin  and  misery  be  inseparably  united^  it  docs  not  follow’ 
that  there  w  ill  be  no  misery  beyond  death,  unless  it  can  Ik 
proved  that  all  men  become  holy  in  this  world. 

Mr.  W.  justly  concludes,  that  nien  must  In*  sinful  to  l>e 
punishable  ;  and  from  this  he  argues  that  if  men  be  })Unished 
for  a  |)eriod  after  death,  for  sins  committed  in  this  lih*,  they 
must  be  punished  another  period  for  their  unholincss  during 
the  first,  and  so  on  to  eternity.  Now  if  this  presents  any 
difticulty,  it  lies  against  Mr.  W  W  scheme,  as  much  as  against 
■line.  Mr.  VV.  will  admit,  that  men  are  puni.shed  in  this 
World  for  a  long  jKTiod  for  one  crime,  and  during  this  j*erioil 
they  must  be  unholy;  consequently  they  must  Ix'  punished 
another  fieriod  for  their  utiholiness  during  the  fir^t,  and  a 
third  for  their  unholiness  during  the  second,  and  so  on  to 
eternity.  'J'hus  docs  Mr.  W.’.s  argument  oppose  my  views, 
no  more  than  it  does  his  own.  Shouhl  he,  to  avoid  this  dif¬ 
ficulty,  maintain  that  men  arc  punished  for  the  crime  and 
for  the  unholiness  during  the  punisiimcnt,  at  die  same  time, 
then  he  removes  the  objection  from  his  own  system,  and 
from  mine  also. 

Mr.  W.  says,  p.  13,  “The  longer  a  man  opposes  the 
means  used  to  bring  him  to  repentance,  the  more  will  gooii 
men  pity  him,  and  the  more  desirous  be,  to  convert  him 
from  the  error  of  his  ways.  And  I  do  not  believe  that  after 
he  h  as  tormented  himself  for  many  years,  that  the  Lord 
will  torment  him  more.'^  Now  if  it  should  be  admitted,  that 
God  and  all  good  men  pity  the  sinner  in  pro|K)rlion  to  the 
turpitude  of  his  guilt,  Mr.  VV.  wouhi  gain  nothing  thereby. 
This  pity  w  ill  cither  prevent  an  eijuitable  punishmcuit,  or  I* 
will  not.  If  it  does  not  prevent  an  equitable  punishment,  it 
yields  Mr.  VV.  no  assistance  ;  for  sinners  may  liy  pitied,  and 
punished  notwithstanding.  And  if  it  does  prevent  an  e(|uu- 
able  punishment,  the  more  wicked  men  arc*,  the  le  ss  they 
will  I>e  Tiunishc'd  !  If  they  commit  a  trilling  sin  w  hich  ex¬ 
cites  little  or  no  pity,  they  will  be  justly  punished;  but  if  their 
wickedness  be  great,  they  will  receive  little  or  no  punish¬ 
ment  !  'I'he  absurdity  of  this  is  tcxi  glaring  to  be  endured. 

I  will  now  notice  two  or  three  passages  of  scripture,  w  ith 
Mr.  VV.’s  remarks  upon  them.  “  Hehold  the  righteous  shall 
be  rcconqicnbed  in  the  earth,  ri.ucli  iiauT  the  w  icke  d  and 
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the  sinner.”  Having  explained  this  passage  in  my  letler, 

1  will  only  add,  that  Mr.  W.’s  exposition  is  confuted  hy  the 
tonsideraiiun,  that  if  the  passage  be  understood  as  a  prov 
cr//,  it  only  shows  that  as  a  general  things  the  wicked  have  a 
recompense  in  this  world,  not  that  this  is  always  the  case; 
and  if  it  be  undta-siood  strictly,  it  overllirows  Mr.  W.'s 
scheme.  Mr.  W.  has  quoted  a  similar  passage  from  ■Gene¬ 
sis.  ‘‘  Whoso  sheddeth  man's  blood,  by  man  shall  his  blo(»d 
be  fched.”  Upon  this  text  Mr.  W.  remarks,  “■•(lod  said 
nothing  about  any  more  punishment  and  from  this  he 
concludes,  that  if  man  deserved  any  more  punishment  for 
muider,  God  would  have  threatened  it.  Now  whether  this 
passage  be  understood  as  a  penalty  of  God’s  divine  law,  or 
whether  it  be  a  |:)rophecy,  or  the  penalty  of  the  civil  law 
only,  it  is  clear  that  it  is  not  always  executed.  Many  have 
committed  murder,  and  have  not  been  put  to  death  ;  w  hich  is 
sufficient  to  show’  that  it  is  not  the  divine  Jaw^  ;  for  that  will 
always  be  executed  unless  repentance  prevent,  whkh  will 
not  be  pretended  in  all  cases  of  murder.  Now  according 
to  Mr.  VV.’s  cx})Osition,  such  persons  as  murder  and  are  not 
}Mit  to  death,  receive  no  punishment  at  all  !  For,  he  says, 
“  (hxl  said  nothing  about  any  other  punishment  than  the 
shedding  of  blood.'’  Hut  how  will  his  exposition  agree 
with  our  own  experience,  or  with  W’hat  he  himself  has  said 
upon  the  subject  elsewhere  ?  Our  ow  n  experience  shows 
us,  that  the  sinner,  and  consequently  the  murderer,  experien¬ 
ces  remorse  of  conscience,  in  addition  to  having  his  life 
taken ;  and  Mr.  \V.  has  abundantly  contended  in  other  places 
that  man  is  punished  from  the  law  of  necessity,  that  he 
punishes  liimself,  that  misery  grow's  out  of  transgression,  &:c. 
Finally,  the  passage,  “  whoso  sheddeth  man’s  blood,  by  man 
shall  his  blood  be  shed,”  is  a  good  comment  upon  the  one 
in  Proverbs,  “  the  righteous  and  the  w  icked  shall  be  recom¬ 
pensed  in  the  earth.”  Both  of  these  passages  are  to  be  un¬ 
derstood  in  the  same  manner  :  as  expressing  a  jnirt  only  of 
the  punishment,  or  \\h:\t  frequcnfly  takes  [)lace.  U  no  more 
follow's,  that  the  wicked  receive  all  their  punishment  in  liiis 
world,  than  that  the  murderer  receives  no  punishment  but 
death.  As  the  murderer  who  is  punished  with  death,  re¬ 
ceives  other  punishments,  viz.  the  remorse  of  conscience  ;  so 
the  w  icked,  w  ho  have  a  recompense  in  this  world,  may  have 
other  punishments  in  addition. 

“  He  that  is  dead,  is  freed  from  sin  !”  In  my  letter  I  en¬ 
deavored  to  show  that  the  death  here  spoken  of,  was  not 
the  cleatli  of  the  body,  bnt  a  dtath  to  sin  ;  for  this  was  the 
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ileritli  mentioned  in  the  connexion.  Mr.  W.’s  objection  to 
this  interpretation  is,  that  no  j>crson  is  completely  tree  from 
sin  iti  this  world. 

Now  this  objection  grows  out  of  inattention  to  .scripture’ 
phra.seology.  The  terms,  righteous  and  xcicked^  saints  and 
*mnfrs,  are  relative  terms.  A  rii^htcous  man  is  one  the  grn- 
ernl  tvnor  of  whose  conduct  is  virtuous  and  upright  ;  and  a 
rvicked  man  is  one  the  general  tenor  of  whose  conduct  is  sin¬ 
ful.  A  righteous  man,  so  called,  is  not  virtuous  in  every 
respect  ;  neither  is  a  vicious  man  always  in  the  pe  rpetration 
of  crime.  Now’  the  expression,  freed  from  si  must  be  uti- 
derstood  in  the  same  manner  ;  that  in  a  compar.itive  sense 
they  are  thus  freed.  If  we  do  not  observe  this  rule  in  un- 
derstaufling  words,  what  shall  wc  make  of  expressions  like 
these  ;  ‘‘  an  Israelite  in  w  hom  is  no  s^aile^*'  “  a  perfect  and 
an  upright  man,”  ‘‘the  just,”  ‘‘ the  righteous,”  ‘‘ llic  holy,’' 
&.C.  The  above,  and  many  similar  expressions  occur  fre¬ 
quently  in  scripture,  and  are  as  expressive  of  unnuscnlatf 
puniy^  as  the  phrase  freed  from  sin.”  Hut  will  Mr.  W. 
object  to  any  of  these  terms  l>eing  applied  to  men  in  the 
present  state  ?  Fie  must,  in  order  to  be  consistent  !  And 
yet  nothing  is  plainer,  than  that  these  terms  arc  in  the  word 
of  God,  applied  to  men  in  this  world,  and  our  author  him¬ 
self  uses  them  in  that  sense.  And  still  to  support  a  baseless 
theory,  he  contends,  for  the  opf)osile  !  Men  are  freed  from 
the  dominion  of  sin  in  the  same  degree  that  they  arc  dead 
to  it,  if  there  is  a  single  doubt  remaining  upon  this  sub¬ 
ject,  I  will  invite  the  reader  to  consult  the  6th  of  Komans, 
where  the  passage  in  question  is  found.  It  is  evident  that 
St.  Paul  applies  the  expression  “  free  from  sin,”  to  men  in 
this  world,  in  the  very  chapter  to  which  we  allude.  In 
verse  22d  he  says,  “  But  now’,  being  made  fret  fromsin^  and 
become  servants  of  God,  ye  have  your, fruit  unto  holiness, 
and  the  end  everlasting  life.”  Here  the  apostle  declares 
that  his  brethren,  whom  he  addre8.sed,  were  free  from  sin  ; 
that  is,  in  the  popular  sense  of  the  phrase,  while  in  this 
world.  No  doubt  when  tHe  ardor  of  Mr.  W/s  feelings  is  n 
little  abated,  he  will  perceive  the  errors  into,which  he  has 
been  led.  Ilojung  that  he  may  duly  reflect  upon  these 
objects,  and  improve  thereby, 

I  subscrilx^  m^’self,  Mr.  Fdilor, 

Your  fnend  and  servant, 

Charle? 
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An  oppressed  African  slave,  in  one  of  the  West  India  Islands,  bavio|; 
beaded  an  insurrection  to' obtain  bis  liberty,  was  taken,  and  condemned  to 
be. burned.  At  the  place  of  execution  he  is  supposed  to  hare  addressed  hit 
vrife  in  the  sentiments  expressed  in  (he  following  verses. 

'Tis  past,  ah  !  calm  thy  cares  to  rest, 

Firm  and  unmovM  am  I ; 

In  freedom's  cause  I  bared  my  breast,  « 

,  In  freedom's  cause  1  die. 

To  native  skies  and  peaceful  bowers 
I  soon  shall  wing  my  way, 

Where  joy  shall  lead  the  circling  hours, 

Unless  too  long  thy  stay. 

'  O  speed,  fair  sun,  thy  course  divi.'*'. 

My  Abala  remove ; 

There  thy  bright  beams  shall  ever  shine* 

And  1  for  ever  love. 

On  those  blest  shores,  a  slave  no  more, 

'  ‘  ‘  In  conscious  bliss  I'll  stray, 

Or  rouse  to  chace  the  mountain  boar, 

As  unconfin'd  as  day. 

Ho  Christian  tyrant  there  is  known, 

To  mark  bis  steps  with  blood  ; 

Nor  sable  misery's  piercing  groan 
Resounds  through  every  wood. 

Yet  have  I  heard  the  faultering  tongue^  * 

Have  seen  the  falling  tear. 

Known  the  good  heart  by  pity  wrongs 
Ah,  that  such  hearts  are  rare. 

Now,  Christian,  glut  thy  ravish'd  eyes, 

I  reach  the  promis'd  hour ; 

Now,  bid  the  scorching  flames  arise. 

And  these  poor  limbs  devour. 

^  But  know,  pale  tyrant,  'tis  not  thin^ 

Eternal  war  to  wage ; 

The  death  thou  giv'st  shall  but  combine 
To  mock  thy  baflSed  rage. 

O  death,  how  welcome  to  th'  oppress'd  • 

,  Thy  kind  embrace  I  crave; 

Thou  bring'st  to  misery's  bosom  rest, 

And  freedom  to  the  slave. 
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